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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 August 2003 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 26-50 is/are pending in the application. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Attach ment(s) 

1) ^| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 03/16/2007. 03/20/2006. 10/06/2005 . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20080630 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-326) 



2 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,078 
Art Unit: 3626 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Status 

1 . Claims 26-50 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Cumming et 
al. (US 6,470,321.) 

4. With respect to Claim 26, Cumming et al.teaches a method for constructing a 
contract where the coverage buyer is someone other than an insurer or a reinsurer, 
comprising the steps of: 

a. specifying an insurance policy ('321 ; Fig 3-scope of coverage , item 302) 

b. specifying the payments that will be made under said contract as a 
mathematical function of the losses paid by said insurance policy ('321; Col. 8, 
lines 2-22, Fig 3) 

c. using a mathematical function of the premium that is paid for said 
insurance policy to determine the premium paid for said contract ('321; Col. 8, 
lines 23-31, Fig 3- item 312-premium.) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 27, 29-38, 40, 42-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cumming et al. (US 6,470,321 ) in view of Covert (US PGPub. 
20050038681.) 

7. With respect to Claim 27, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 that is used to 
construct an insurance contract ("681 ; Para 0004.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
construction of an insurance policy. 

Claim 40 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 27. 

8. With respect to Claim 29, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is a casualty insurance policy sold to a company ("681; Para 0018, 
Para 0013.) 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
casualty insurance policy sold to a company. 

Claim 42 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 29. 

9. With respect to Claim 30, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is a property insurance policy sold to a company ("681 ; Paras 0015, 
0026-0027, Para 0013.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a property 
insurance policy sold to a company 

Claim 43 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 30. 

1 0. With respect to Claim 31 , Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is a property insurance policy sold to an individual ("681; Paras 0026- 
0027, Para 0013.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
property insurance policy sold to n individual. 
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Claim 44 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 31 . 

1 1 . With respect to Claim 32, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is a casualty insurance policy sold to an individual ("681; Para 0018; 
Para 0013.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
casualty insurance policy sold to an individual. 

Claim 45 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 32 

12. With respect to Claim 33, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is a health insurance policy sold to an individual ('681; Para 0024, Para 

0013. ) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a health 
insurance policy sold to an individual. 

Claim 46 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 33. 



Application/Control Number: 10/647,078 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3626 

1 3. With respect to Claim 34, Covert teaches the method of claim 26 where said 
insurance policy is an accident insurance policy sold to an individual ('681, Para 0019, 
Para 0013.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
accident insurance policy sold to an individual. 

14. With respect to Claim 35, Cumming et al. teaches the method of claim 26 where 
said payments are expressed as a mathematical function that is directly proportional to 
said losses paid by said insurance policy ('321; Col 8, lines 5-22.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
mathematical function. 

Claim 47 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 35. 

1 5. With respect to Claim 36, Cumming et al. teaches the method of claim 26 where 
said payments are expressed as a mathematical function that is not directly proportional 
to said losses paid by said insurance policy ('321; Col. 8, lines 23-31 .) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to a 
mathematical function. 
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Claim 48 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 36 

16. With respect to Claim 37, Cumming et al. teaches the method of claim 26 where 
said coverage buyer is someone other than the holder of said insurance policy ('321 ; 
Col. 5, lines 30-48:) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to an 
insurance contract with said coverage buyer. 

Claim 49 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 37. 

17. With respect to Claim 38, Cumming et al. teaches the method of claim 26 where 
the coverage seller is someone other than the insurer that wrote said insurance policy 
('321; Col. 5-equity protection.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to an 
insurance contract with said coverage seller. 

Claim 50 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 38. 

18. Claim 39 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 1 . 
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However, Cumming does not disclose communicating said acceptable 
combinations to potential coverage buyers. 

Covert further discloses communicating said acceptable combinations to 
potential coverage buyers (Abstract-conveying the price, Fig 5- items 550-560.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Covert related to 
communicating to coverage buyer. 

19. Claims 28, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cumming et al. (US 6,470,321 ) in view of Joao (US PGPub 20020032586.) 

20. With respect to Claim 28, Cumming et al. does not disclose the method of claim 
26 that is used to construct any type of non-insurance contract. 

However, Joao teaches the method of claim 26 that is used to construct any 
type of non-insurance contract ('586; Para 0003-0004.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Cumming et al. and Joao related to a non- 
insurance contract. 

Claim 41 is rejected as the same reason with Claim 28. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HIEP NGUYEN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
521 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 8:00AM- 
5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Gilligan can be reached on (571) 272-6770. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



